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INBRODUCTION

. » }
The Educatlonal Resources and Development Center at the

University of Connectlcut conducted an evaluatlo;\of the
Parent- Chlld Toy Lendlng Library Program for the EQQEQAEiuu ;
East Hartford and Manchester. Whereas individual reports have
been prepared for each town, a joint report on the traieing
component for tcy demonstrators is provided because both
' towns participated at the same time in the training érogram ‘
estabiished for cﬁese'toﬁns and a summation of the training
program data would provide more accurate information to the
towns. g ) ‘ ) i
4 . ) ‘
~ Evaluation of the program encompassed the following areas:
.Toy‘Demqnétracor T;aining Program
.Developmental Progress
.Reaction of Children to Toys
.?arent;ChiIéERelationehip .

.Parent Evaluation of tq; Program ° . .

Data collection occurred tﬁrbugh a variety of modes which
included observations, éestiqé and questionnaires. A ;epgrf
of ;he findifigs. resulting from the data collection process

foilows . -y
. i

>
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Descrxptloﬁ of Program

/.
Development ofithe~Program |, P

—;F~-JThe”concept—of~a~T0y"tending‘Program“o:iginatédvin;

East Hartford as a result of literature obteineq'froh'ﬁfw
and the Far West Regionai Laberato;y-by ‘the Depargment of
Administrative Services and the éooréiﬂator/EQaluator of

T1tle I. A prOposal for Tltle I funds for thf pro;ect .

was accepted through the Capltol Rég&dn Eduoaxlon Couﬁc11

'Sl.

and the Connectlcut State Depar%%ent of qucatlon.

’ ’ .:: .o"’ S . \ ¢
Population e L 95 - *
; P N

v

The spec1f1c populatlon.lnvolved 1n the Parentvehlld

Toy Lendlng lerary Program con51sted prlmarlly of thxg?-,

n@“of thé chll&rengu: i

1
A} "i,b '—_,.

-~ two, black"

children, two Spanisq-speeking cﬁilhren:an@
‘The.names of. about 150 children from
‘housing nelghborhoods feed;ng 1nto the Title I schools
' served as, the ba51§ f;r potentlal entry 1nto the prOgram.
_From thls initial list a representatlve -sample: of twenty-

A

agreement to part1c1p5te was the final crltermom ‘for adm1851on

seven’ chlldren were éntered 1nto\;he program. 'Parental

\J N

" to the program.

.
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.Hartford has operated in *two ways.’ The first approach,

appr@ach was anfin;scnool programf Each of these will be

Program Operation: The Toy Library Program in East

-

which was the major thrust .of the prOgraﬁ,and hgggg;Pf-the
evaluation, was the home visitation program; the latter

5

1

’

des& ibed more fully below. "
i \

Home Visitation Program The home v1§1tat10n prqgram was

ditl\ted'lmﬁéalately follow1ng ‘the toy demonstrator tr&ln—

x

,

» program with' a one-week period in which families for -
- . . L .' -
polential;inclusion in the project were identified and
selectedg\ The Program essentially consisted-of weekly

visi&s to the homes of each participating family during which

i‘the toy demonstrators worked with the child'and parent
Y

in déveloplﬁt concepts and procedures for follow—up use of

the toys by theyparent with the child. Pre—testlng of
» .

students on the cogn‘ ive concepts for development in the

-

Program began on Oc ber'7, 1974, followed by actual imple-

mentation of Program a¥tivyities. Completion of the Program-
- \

" occurred on May 97 1975, C C .

’ \
In-School Program- The 1n-school program Wh;ch operated

for: ezght\:eeks t/pm February 21 1975 to May 2, 1975, focused

on tra1n1ng\parents at the school locatuons (Mayberry and

Norris Scpools) to utilize the toys with their chlldren. With

o
L]

" this arrangement, bgth parents and children came to the, school

T

once a week for eight weeks;-at which—time babysitters’were(

provided for the children.and parents received.traininé in

use of the toys. Pre and -tests were also given to th1s
‘}
f

.
A% -

group of.children.

' i
' .
~ '
- , - { . ———
. .2
»
- v . v




. Program Objectives ' / ' =

»

3
— N bl - H

[N ’ : ’ R - - "
The objectives of the Toy Library Program as adopteda ¥ &

by East Hartford were as follows:

-to enhance parent chlld relatlonshlps'
-to train parents to help their chlldren develop
1ntellectual skills \ .
. . / N
-to stlmulate parents to take an active part 1n
- the education of their own children } . ;
'More_épecifically, the East Hartford Program was directed
% - “ ] ’

4

.toward the following outcomes:.
: ’ » .
l. Parents will take-an active part and develop
confidence in their ability to.help in the
education of their pre-school children.

. 2. The pre-school child will be provided learning-
.play activities that will build specific skills
in language .development, problem solving, sensory
awareness and f1ne motor coordlnatlon.

3. The pre-school child will beg1n to know who he is’
and to think well of himself, to develop confidence
in his. power to solve problems and to express the _
happlness that grows from creative learning. ‘ ’

4. Parent-chlld relationships w1ll be enhanced during
this learning process. . ,

' ‘x ‘ ’ ”
:

Program Personnel

. ‘

Position for ’ i} - - . : 3 5
this Program ~ = - Name s Title Qk '
Director Mr. Sam Béonhe Dmrector of dminist t1ve

. . : . Services ‘.
Program S . . Lo T ’
Coordinator MS. Lee Ladenburger: Evaluator/Coordinator:for
‘ ) - - Title I Prdgrans, East "

S c ' '\\ . Hart l\ ‘ / -

T« De onstrators Ms. Carol Guy - : - '\}1 " i

Ms.

Glennis Dunfee- " - : ' ’y
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PRESENTATION OF DATA - i

[ — —

intgpduction

P /~ pa) <

In order to assess attainment of program objectives a
¢ ‘ . - - 2

.variety of approaches to gathering data was utilized. Much

. e . ‘ . -
"of the data obtained for this report stems from.the careful
-efforts of the toy demonstrators in observing and reéording

- \-\ . -
.. requested information. < :

%

~The following types of{ihfé%@ation were collected from
the following soéurces for_tﬁis,report.

\ - - /,

€ . \ : '\ t‘
INFORMATION SOURCE - FREQUENCY
‘Tdy Demonstrator- .~ . Opservationé(ERDC) . Twice
Training Progran” Questionnaire Once
Concepts Development Pre-Test . Once T »
A . Post-test (s). ‘ Once orjTwice
Observations .| weekly
: (Toy ‘Demonstrators) ,
“.|child .Developmént - Observations ' | wWeekly
-physical (Toy Demqestrators),
-social ‘ ) , ' .
-emotional . . r ‘ ’ ’
~intellectual s ' ‘1 ’
Referrals to School or | Observations s |.BAs Needed
.|other Service Agencies, (Toy demonstrators g
Reaction of Children - Observations. : Weekly
to Toys (Toy demonstrators) 3
‘|parent-Child | observations weekly .
Relationship : | (Toy Demonstrators). |. -
-extent of involvement| . . ..
-extent of interactién| . Lt
~-type of interaction | o
N ' 7
'|Parent Evaldation of Questigpnaire - Once
JProgram m . ‘ y -
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Evaluation of the Trainfhg Program

7

Introauction

As a part of the installation of the Parent/Child

8

g\).\\ )

two-week training program for toy demonstrators (and o

1

appropriate or interested school district‘persohnell was.

conducted by Ms. Shirley Foster, Zordlnator of the Toy

Library Program, in New Haven ’ton ecticut. Participants

'1n the ¢raining program included two (2) toy demonstrators

’ ’

.and the coordinator of _the brcgram for each town; in addition,
some sessions were atten&ed.by an early childhood education

.teacher and llbrérlan ‘from East Hartforg_\yvlso, follow—up
(. T
to the training program occurred through Rerlodlc meet;ngs

of the tralnlng program paqtlcipants with Ms. Foster. -

»

A dual approach'to evaluation f‘theﬂtoy trainrn
orogram was utilized. First,"obser'ationsuﬁere made of two ,
(2) traihihg seesiohs. 'The_first meeting yith.the toy
demonstrators’ a ther personnel was'selected for one

observation in ortieX to gain~some insibht regarding the
general approach to training and, in particu{ar,'the basic
componentﬁ and- sequence of the.training program.',The last

4 <

“

observatign -occurred mid—we%k\ﬁf the second week of'training

osen for observatlon 1n order to assess that part

\

of the P ogram deallng z}th the toy demonstration process 5"

, itself. by toy demonstrators in a_rolerplaxing situyation.- f




~

'

The second approach to.evaluation of the training program
v 3 - ; .

was an assessment of part1c1pant understanding of and reaction

toward various components of thé program. A two—part oo

-

‘questionnaire* was administered to the four toy demonstrators

and one toy program coordinator fOIIOW1ng the completion of
the two—week training program., Part A of the-questionnaire
(9 questions) consisted of an”adaptation-(in directions onlyi

-of a Far West Laboratory questionnaire designed to assess

e

understanding of basfc concepts of the toy demonstration )

- L 4
program. Part B of the questionnaire (11 questions) focused
on partiC1pant reaction tc the program along'a variety of

v - v + . '
. dimensions."

A . . r

informal observations of two of the training program
i ] t

. and formal collection of data’ by m\ans of the trainin

questionnaire. co Lot o o o

. . .

» b - IS - . . o
Report ‘on Observations of Training .Q,"r : Lo b ‘
P .

Descriptlon of September Lgth Training*Sessfbn This session,

which was a half—day meeting," was the first training sesszon
held with the toy demonstrators. ‘At this time, trainees were

c

introduced to' the general operation of the tof library prooram
: . s ° . ' £ 7 ,‘ L. '
. and a wide rangeaof topics dealing with the” role of the. toy

demonstrator Was briefly discussed. A sampling of those topics
lncluded., entry into the home, .home environments and cohtrol

“of negative;reactrgnsgtoward situations which-might be deemed .
° . \ R . . . ° , A . P . .
v Y v S e . AN oo

™ 4 2 1 ' M LA

T~ N . .
. *See Appendix A for copy of, the questionnaire.:
S Vo | . ~ -
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- !
' v . - x
. [ )
[4 - FAd Y ~ . ! 'h‘

repulsive by the toy demonstrators, child'behavior in general
‘3
of the three—year old, types of~ch11d reactionsg: to

needlng referral to spectal-agenC1es, record»f rms‘and

procedures and evaluatlon. . -

.
— . g

s

An 1nforma1, open type, of approach was used dur1ng the

sess1on. All participants in the session introduced

. supervisor, toy'de onst ator). Foster opeaed the dlscuss1on ok

on"the~operation f the tra1n1ng progran and epcouraged
part1c1pants to share the1r own experiences relevant to the

]

topics under d1scus91on,. all group members took part at some

time during the meégahg in thlé:f§pe of verbal 1nteractlon.

s

L Thls:meetlng appeared to have several notlceable st ngths

fand.weaknesses. Orie partlcularly ngteworthy strength was the ’/)»w'

" (O

'“‘open‘climate and rapport establlshe : the group. part1c1pants.

£ 2

. Also significant was the ease with which Ms. Foster was‘able

to’ introduce conceptd and elicit group interest.and communication
. . 1)
. o«

. on the topics. A weakness of the session was the apparent .

lack of\spec1f1c obﬁectlves for the 1ntroductory meetlng.

. Whereas certaln objectives, although unwr1tten¢ could* be - .-

detected a wide scatteting .of top1cs dlscussed within a

3 ~a -

slngle meetlng made it . somewhat dlfflcult to grasp sofe of the -
* \

ideas presented. .Another problem was that Ehe

yd .
:were to- have accompanled the lesson were’not ayallabl!? they o

a

. had not yet been prepared. Overall,.however, th;s.flrst,

7w " .

Q

!

meetanq seemed qulte succTSSful'at.ieast with regard to, -’

o

’
R

n ‘ . L
establlshlng a'cllmate conducive. to learning. Lo, o &,

. . - - » - LI s LA ! N
R e s T e A . [ Vs . ' v . Y 7/ N .
‘L . - N L . " ) U A
B o N ; DN N - - A o Vi
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Se ber 24th Training Session: This meeting focused upon
development of speczflc skllls requlred for demonstratxng certaln ¢

>

3 Jﬂ\tbgs and also development of conEldence~on the pert of the tey

P z

rators 1n worklng with the toys._ The prlmary vehicle 7 -

-~

;7

'l'. use to accompllsh the- objectlves of the sessjon, was rolecplaylng,

- »

followed by, a grodp critique of each.demonstratlo?/' f, Tl

3 -9 - . e
T Homework for the prevzous evenlng‘Was to study how to

N s
| éemonstrate the follow1ng toys' Color Lbtto, the Feely Bag and -//."

. the Sound* Cans.. The.role playing act1v1t1es cons1sted of the'
b4
demonstration of each toy 2-3. tlmes by the toy demonstrators

with other toy demonstrators and memberS‘UT\fhe group (supervisors,

aides and Ms. Fostes) playlng tge roles of'mother and child. e °
.-
Durlng/the role-playlng act1v1t1es mahy "types of parent and’

chlld behav1or were encountered, thereby s1mulat1ng 81tuatlons

llkely to ke encountered when toy demonstrators enter*the homes.

. - N "'.

Two of the four toy demonstrators overtly expressed strong

negatlve reactlon to part1c1pat1ng ‘'in the role playlng act1v1trgs

in the role of toy demonstraEBr, the/ her two’ toy demonstratOrs
. . . ‘
1nd1cated.milder negative reactxons the process. However, ' ., .
4 . } : -
Hs. Fostar and the superv1sors encou&aged the toy demonstrators

+

to contlnue ‘and c1ted sgﬁa\of the #dvantages to be'ﬂerlv

*. the rble playlng. . .

.

&

tralning se851on .the meetlng proceed ery well. It eppeared

> ot ST

that the objectrves (unwrltten) of this seészon were\EEt\in that <L

- \

) the toy demonstratOrs actlvely demonstrated the‘toys and numerous 1
’ s el B s~ - . . \ ‘ ., }\/'k “,;
) o _: ‘ R ,.', v R L _‘ , . - . ‘__:, ‘ ]




< i 7 ‘c- ' .

potential pro’eins anc’ird;;i.fficulties in implementing the -

program were ‘identified. '~ . '

. . . 'L/-‘ . . - t

‘Report op TraininQ/%erram Questionnaire Data < .
Understanding of Concepts: N=5.(4 toy demonstratotrs, 1

toy program coordinator) ’ - - T - ,

4

Part Ag ﬁhderstanding of Basic Concepts.of the«Toy Program - .

-« - S. L}
* .Possible Range of Scores: _0-100 -
@' | . Actudl Range of Scores: 67~-100
T Median Score: .o 88
Mean: - . o, -88.6 °
- B 4 i - ) ’ - ! .
’ _ ‘ ) b
- . ) - . R .. ' ot . ‘ , .
* ‘DESTRIBUTION OF RESPONSES : J
. » dﬁestioﬁ - Number of Percentage i
. : Number . * Correct -7 of Correct N
. Responses .- .Responsés
S N "
o - 80% :
a3 .100% --
1 —_—
- * .‘
60t , - .
‘:‘ .' ' 51_80.% ‘_ .
100% i
"~ 80%
® - ~
' 1608, :
$- LS
B T
~lo0s - .-
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Basé§ UPon review of the Hata

1,

S ve * ) v
Two . /(2) questions (#3 and #9) posed somé‘difficulty-
3 ne (40%) ofithe

Vs

* 'l . " '.‘ - - ) .
tpe Tralnlng ?rqgréyv A sef}gs of questlops

was devised to.aTsess various aspects of ,thé training

. prégfam.a Dimensions for assessment  iricluded: organization
DA . . . - e ~

and interest’ of the presentapidns,.openness, value of
N ~ L 4 -
v ~ oy

Written maﬁ?rials; clarity of iﬁstruction, éffectiveness"
‘¢ b4 v A ) ' .- ‘
of training to demonstrate the toys,

‘demonstrating_toys,_paqe-anﬁ lengtg offf,,
- -" T - AN T E TR
overall opinion of the Course. In addition, Suggestiodnsg .

-

“for elim;natingc adding to or; changing anyfgérﬁq'df the
» - . -

-

traigghg were sought., a Summary of the ‘data follows:

~
Y

Part B: Paftlcgpant.Reactlon to Training Program

1. 1In foun‘bpinion, was the training program well orgaqized?
Loy : te ‘
e Pi -

A )

W ey g 4(0) 5(0)

No, poorly - 'Orgaﬁized T : Yes, very
;organized , adequately . . well organize

‘e

.'__- ”'~ﬂ,..)-—* : ¢ . . ’
= pPants responding to each rating are
ated in Parentheses.

©




Materials were not ready until late in the cou;ée.
" Materials were not availablé for the ‘first few days. =

Materials were not xeady in time. We started at a

disadvantage. .

We lacked some materlals to proceed at an organlzed
pace . * '

s

'
-

Was the material presented ;ﬁ an interesqihg way?
1(0) 2(0) ~ - 3(2) 4 (0) ‘ 5(3)

. No, not very " Faifly o " _Yes, very
interesting ’iiggeaesting interesting

-~

Mean: 4.2
Cqmmenfep None
. . ‘

. \
f

3. At what pace were the materials end'§nformat%?£:presented:

. L

1(0) 2(0) .. 310) 42), . 5(3)
" Too fast - - . . about . - : Too slow °
. . Right

ﬁean: 4.3

Coﬁmentsé_ Did not get everythxgg.covered. ~ .\ .
We wasted’ a lot of time. \ ‘ . LR

We had a'slow start, but'@emed to rush‘through
the actual toy demonstratlon. :

1N

-

id you feel free to ask questions and take an actlve’part
in the tralnlng program? .

S . S
1¢s) . . 2(0) . 3(0). F"’ . 4(0) ‘ 5(0)

. Yes, at . ‘ Some of -’ - ' : No, not
_ " the time - . at all
'1 . 3 .

’
3 '

Seemed to want'pafticipatioﬂ.




5. “/Were the written materials which were provided if- the ‘
o -»tra;ning pregg%m helpful in expanding and clar fyl Ve -
~ the cpncepz\/ the-course: . "~
) - 1(0) "~ 2(0) 3(3). uz)\- 5(0)
Yes, very T, .. Somewhat: - . X \No, noﬁf?%f%
helpful _ Helpful ‘ \ * all helpful
Mean: -3.4 ‘ : ’ . - . A
. \
. AR
Comments: " When they were available. ) \

Never went over the materials; however, it would have
-been helpful. I found the Parent Guides and the| . toys
(and my three-year old) more helpful /™

. . N\
6. Were the instructions.for use and demonstratlon of toys clear
- and understandable? . ,

L o) . 2(0) 3 (29 4(0) H(3) -
No, - poor . . Adequate ; i Yes|, Yery clear -
1nstruct10ns ) : and fpnderstandable’
* \
) ) ‘ : \ |
Mean: 4.2 . : 5. §
‘ ~ CA 1
. - Comments: I feel thLy were rushed through therefore only. ' . |
* adequate-w1ll have to learn onR my OWR. * - 3
Very clear-when not pressed for time!  ° ' ' ‘ —

-~

PO . \

-

7. Using the follow1ng scale, rate the\extent‘to which you feel - ‘
- confident to demonstrate each toy.

- I - s

1 2 3 4 . .5 )

.Not at all - Reasonably. - Very )

confident: . . _confident ’ .confident

sound’ cans . 1(0). 2(0) - 3(0) 4(0) 5(8) Mean 5.0 -
color lotto 110)  2(0) 3(0) 4(1) <5{4) Mean 4.8 |
' ¢ feely bag . 1{o) 2(0), 3(0) 4(1) 5(4) Mean 4.8 .
_stacking squares 1(0) .2(0) 3(2) 4(2) 5{1) Mean-3.8 ‘
wooden tdble blocks “-1(0) 2(1) 3(0) 4(1) -5(3) Mean 4.2 1
" ‘number puzzle s1(0). 2(1) 3(1) 4(0) '5(3) Mean 4.0 .
¢olor blocks . 1(1) 2(0) 3(1) 4(1) 5(2) Mean 3.6
\ (bead-o-graph) - K .8 o . R
7 flannel boara .. - 1(0) Z(0) T3(2)7 4(0) ° 5(3) Mean 4.2 1.

|
. . -
. . ) "
>
l i N K \
¢ . -




o

How wduld you descrlbe the length of the tralnlng program
as a whule?

1(1) s 2(1) 3(2) - . 410) _5Q2)
Too long ' About right . - Too shert

Mean: 2.8 -

. r . . .
Comments: Perhaps could be shortened if each day had been a-

. lgttle'longer or better use of our time'while there.

Better use of our time-more organizdﬁion. o

Time used on actual deménstration of \oys: {too short)’

Could have been done in one week as pfe?ented..

+

\
\
. - \

9. What is, your owerall opinion of the training .program?

’ <
— . > *

N() 22 . - o 4(0)°
Vefz;?ood - B . Poor
Mea{:‘ 2.2° \ C ,- <

- o

¢ 7

Comments: Tqe much time was wasted talking about untzégﬂga topics.

- Necessary. for toy demonstrators-should be ganized to
‘make good use of time-most of us traveled a good distance
.and time is important.

As far as toy demonstratlon- ceiient. “Worked with”
sensitivity and understan g of people-extrgmely
lmportant for an effectjv¥e program.

More emphasis on toys-and ways of demonstratlngotof‘
chzldren and parents: We wasted a lot of timex
. 1

C X ’.'w /.
. , K

¢ T

10. wOuld you recommend ellmlnatlng aqz_part of the traxning?
' If yes,‘whlch parts? .

L] kg
- No response: 2
' L : ’

P

Comments : ; . None

Less~sen51t1v1ty tralnlng or nonadlrected
act1v1t1es.

7




1l.. Would you recommend changlng or adding to the training *
in any way” . ) ) .

e ~All responded to this item. ~ o Phd
Only to make better use of time-better organized.‘

‘More time on the actual d'emOnstrating of toys. °
More'in depth w1th ‘the actual demonstration of }
more difficult concepts-to be learned-for more .. - o
confidence to be gained by toy demonstrators at |
the training sessions. . : . |
. ‘ ~—-
Again, perhaps equal time on sensitivity trainingand -
toy familiarizing would be more beificial. i N

L More\emphasis on ways of dealing W®Th children and
SO parerjts. More emphasis on concepts to be W .
| (We @id not touch.on smell and others.p/ .

0N




' -‘ . - . _'/ -
"Dlscuss1on ’

Based upon observations and assessment of the training
program to prepare toy demonstrators to conduct the . . /
Parent/Chlld Toy-Lendlng lerary in selected homes in the -

towns of East Hartford and Manchester, a data summary has
been prepared.

. »

Findings: ﬂhe following list of summary items ref{ect both

[ 2

\ p&s‘tive-and negative aspects of the training program.

1.  Overall understanding of the basic components underlyfng'
“implementation of the Toy Library program appeared to

have been achieved by the trainees. The rMean score on

"the questlonnalre for this component was 88.6 percent (88 6%). -

2. The overall cllmate for learning appeared to be favorable:

a.zobservatlons'of tralnlng 1ndxcated aopen atmosphere

T

II}Z,

in whlch d1scuss1ons and” t: training. genérally occurred
y with egse.. o o

, . , ‘ _ ¥
v b. One hundred percent (100%) of the respondents stated

: , Ty .
that they felt free to ask- questions at any time:

a. Sixty. percent (60%) of the respondents stated that th

brgan' atlon was less than adequate.

L

b. Observations by the evaluators and responses provided’

' by the trainees indicated that materlals to aecompany . %
- . . . -~ _ ) . |
: Spec1f1c lessons were not ready on tlme. . :

|

[ o i

E) * ' H

. . v . |
[4




.
. - - A
7
- ) N /

4. . The presentation-.of materials appeared to be at least

fairLy interesting to all trainees and sigty(percent

(60%) of'the—?gspondents rated the presentations as
—_ N N P

"very interesting."

1 3

- 5. All respondents indicated that the pace of the

presentations tended to be slow with sixty percent F'-

-

(60%) of the respondents ratlng the pace .of the S
presentatlons as "too slow". Comments stated that time

£
was wasted, not/leav1ng sufficient time for work on

’

actual demonstration of the toys.
6. Perceptions of the helpfulness of written materials
‘ . ~ . -
ranged, from "somewhat helpful" (sixty percent (60%) of e

. ¢ \
the respondents) to‘“not at ,all helpful” (forty percent

N

(40%) of the respondents) . -

-

’ /
7. qﬂl reSpondents 1nd1cated that 1nstructlons Eor -

emonsﬂ/atxng the toys were ats least adequate with slxty

\

ercent (60%) of the respondents indicating that

instructions were "very clear and understandable"

K] >

— 8. The mean response for level of” confidence in demonstritxng/( 1
] ’ toys indicated that the‘tralnees felt at least reasonably
- conf1dent" 1n demonstratlng all of .the toys. Three (3) Of
A . the toys each had/one (1) rat1ng less than~" easoﬂiﬁf} - }
/}f' ) confldent"." ' " ' oL ?
N ‘

. * i . N - .
. - . " . ) ’ \
. N . -y ‘
N . ., : . . ‘
* - -
. .

1
4
1
1
|
1
1




Reactions to the. overall length of the*traini g
/

program were varied with forty percent (40%)/stating

the length of the program "about rigﬁt" and the

ponses 1ndicat1ng the//raiaing program

er “too/////t>/or itog,long .. Comments from e
'S question and others focused on the need for better

uge of time.

E

verall‘opinion of training ranged from "fair to

"very good" with s1xty percent (60%)tif/EEE’£§§EQEgEEEiv
1ndicating that the training was bettér than "fair" )

uture Directions: fhe following suggestions stem froﬁ a

S i

reV1ew of all e;X&Eation data on the training prOgrdm

?

conducted for toy. demonstrators.
1. That written objectives and a corresponding course

outline or syllabus with accompanying tiﬁeqline be
. .. bo., h v '
prepared. .o

That a11 written materials be prepared prior to the
dates for which they are requ1red and be utilized

mofe.effective%ﬁ in-relation to the training'program

objectives. : - . .

- .
.
b

That the pace .of the course be increased, the length
' of the course shortened, and the~t1me period for

individual training ses31ons 1ncreased. .




That emphasxs on the following courselareas be 1ncreased
a. actual practice in demons atlon bf all toys -

~in generai and especially on the $tack1ng squares

and color blocks; S

b. ways of responding to children’ when they make errors

0

" in the cognitive skills being taught. PR >//‘ s

v

e R .

5. That specific needs of individual trainees be-identified
during the operation of the course and appropriate

methods be empLoyed to provide for indlvrgﬂhllzatlon of Co i

/ . ¢
- e ‘

" 6. That on-site training locations gxth children from

_1nstruct10n where needed.

a . 3

backgrounds similar to those targeted for the Toyalerarj g R

L]

Program be employed to provyde for greater ;ndiv1du 1zatlon

L]

-. of 1nstruct10n where needed! and to ‘increase the value of .

‘the s1mulatloh-acf*91t1es by practlce toy demonstratxons

s

with real ch}ldren. . o Sl -

. . . ’

- r

7.. That the overall approach to teaching and the open climate-

-
- 2

be maintaineg. . ’ ” . AR

e




\

v,

h child left the P gram aftenifsur home v1s1tatlons to attend /
nursery~schoo w€§e results for t ch;ld,,therefore, are j

not includ in th1s report

‘e

215 v151ts per toy demonstrator and 15.36 visits pex chrld.—

o

No Chlld was visited less than .14 or more than 20 tlmes by ‘ :
the toy demonstrator. Approx;mately 50 addft;onal scheduled

v191ts were not completed for the follow1ng’reasons. o

A4 . -
N . . .

R S

. mother cancelled ] ) - .
* demonstrator cancelled 0
- . illness (chjld or parent) Ve o
- ‘illness (toy.demonstrator) : SRR .
SRR ' vacations . ' ‘ : P
- no one home . < ‘ & ‘
‘ . storm X ST
"4 .Miscellaneous . : ;o

- D .
Developmental ‘Progress’ ) -7
2 =

— - - . -
-

. . ] - * X

Concepts Development - ) . .

PR
» ' -

Iin order to measure, levels of progress made by chlldren ‘ e

N L3

xg the ERDC staff Test emphas1s was placed upon a sampllng T

- of “the cdncepts.to be developed,*prlmarlly 1n relatlon to the-

’ 7 .

- in the Toy Library Program a pre-test/post—test was developed - *\~;/
flrst box of toys although several test 1tems;perta1hed P

concepts to be developed durlng thé latter part.of prpgram .




'
»

‘ 1 *
l(second‘box of toys) All tests.were admlnlstered to the
N ‘ O

. chlldren by the toy demonstrators. ‘

.’a Components of the test’ were derlved chlefly from the
Stanford-Blnet Intelllgence SCale and ‘khe McCarthy Scales

-

of Chlldren 's, Ablllﬁles. It was‘deslgned to,assess status

/

-
4

of the children in the followﬁng areas: lihguage, colors,

'.',shapes, -lower level mathematlcs skllls, aiphabat rec0gn1tlon,
! é

and relatlonshlps/(slghty sound dize, etc.).- Because of

the short attentlon span ‘of chlldren of this age group

’

The following .test administration echedile was. followed:
; q‘ / :

A
ADMINISTRATION DATES \

Homé Visitation Lo -
! Vyé;rogrém B In-S¢hool Program

: - ’ . O
v § :

Pre-test // 10/7/74-10/10/74% 2/18/75-2/2%/75‘,

v -

1/20/75-1/29/75" |5/2/75

First Post-
test ‘

i

Second fPost-
test /

4/14/75-4/17/75 |Not Applicable’

¥

*As children were added to the.prOgram durlng the year
the pre-test was glven.~

rd




. g

Thé;ratlonale supportlng adm1n1stratlon of the post-

.-tést tw1ce to thefhome vis

s
s

able to review-progress of_stpdentsuln each program upon

completion of the first box af {gys (which encompassed
Iy

"~

the’

-

ﬂ

&

atlon group® was: 1) to be ,{

. &«

ull iscope,of thgjprogram for the 1n-school group but

not he home visitation group),.and 2) to assess retentlon

at the end of the program .

-

-

-Data gathered From all test admlnlstratlons are.presented

1n the follow1ng tables and graphs.
reflectlng concepts learned by the chlldren in the home
v1srtatlon/group, as percelved by the toy demonstrators,j

is presented for all concepts (31) which may have been

/°

g

developed durlng the Program. .

e

>~ 1

(Home Program)

s

G

»

i

' .. .
Tognitive Tests Descriptive Statigtics

- "

Pre-Tést

’ .

Mid-Program Test

Post-Test

> 5—01 4

0-12" ~
'5.76

R
.

"9.5¢4°

In addition, a table
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. * :. . ’l‘ 5’-.

1 o o Car [
CONGEPTS GAINS AND LOSSES
R 4 (Homg Prcgram)i

13
o
. !
t ,;‘
“t \

.

Student [Pre-Test to Mid-Program to Pre-Test to
.} Number |Mid-Program Tést | Post-Test . Post-Test

S

- P -
61 |- es. . 3 . 48
. 02 AR R -1 . S
03 +3 . +3 _ +6 -
.04 : +2 ‘42 Y

‘Oé . +4 o ‘ +4
06 35 ‘
07 +3 C0 e ' +3
08 - 2 " . +6
09 . +3 - 1= Y |
10 ‘ +7 . ’ ) ~ +7
11 o +4 ‘ - ' ‘ .- +3
12 .|+ . B +6
.13 +5 . 0 ) +5

14 . +6 . . . 4 +5 . i
5N e “ i Qg

16 | es | ARes Ll ke T

170 +1 : L +2
N . A

19, ‘

.20, +3
21 |-

22, |- 43

ST

23 . e 437
él-,, b - +8

re £

25 - T 43

-~

. * " - +
 Average
Gains

"'. *°pest given ‘with. Spanish intetpreter. AP
" - ** Test given without Spanish interpreter—- -
s ) :d/ * . "t 4 .

. . . LYY
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. *  Discussioh: Cognitive iestg,lﬂome Programi

. ’

Revie of‘the test results indicates a significant rate

of gain ‘from the pre to mid‘program tests and from the pre

‘to post tests. A sli increase from ‘mid to post test results

occurred and at

individual level, five children showed

-~
ndicating a lack of retention of several of-

slight loss;

ts previously "known" b& those children.
Children’s progress within the specific. categories

(reflected ih the preViouS\table) may also be noted. Whereas

a substantial number of children were able to matdh coiors ,

¥ ! T~

> onithe pre-test,. relatively few could 1dent;27 and name colorS°

mid-program and post-~test results in this c

-

egory show =
- d / “‘
gignificant progress toward matching, identifying and naming

: .
~ - v

all ‘the colors ufilized for the program. Similar-pre, mid-
. proqram'and ooét;testrfindings mafialso-he ohser;ed forriil ///(
matching, identifyinq and naming shanes; ) Y . ,
- 3);&Ea&g,child wgg\asked to identxfy a sampling of//;per
case" letters of the alphabet Whereas only threejéhildren . B
' 1dent1fied all letters correctly during the pre-test, eleven |
children were completely successful w&th this task during

'{ v
the post~test. Also, whereas the eleven children had no

oY

I
\
- Q t.l

-:corredt*responses ‘on this item ior the pre-tesha only four o ~i

children did. not meet with at" least partial success on this .

i

1

: N 1

task during the post -test. . U \. ( R
)y

1

.f‘ With regard to numerical conceptS' the number of children LT
/ “ ' ‘)

“performing successfully on the concept=of 2" remained the




same from pre to post test; .those"performing successfully

5

[SORR

in the ’concept'of 8" rose from one ‘(1) on-thehpre-test/to -

-

8ix (6) on the post-test.

With regard to counting to ten ’ only four children

had one hundred ﬂercent (100%) ‘success on the pre-test,

'Sixtee children were successful ‘at the mid-program test,

but only eleven:séored w1th one,hundred percent (100%)

o >

accuracy'on the post-test. 'However, it should also be noted

that the number of children who showed no success 1n\count1ng

“at the pre-test decreased significantly from the pre-test to
the mid-program and post tests.: . -

v ) \ .
Various types of relationships requiring visual, tactile

~

-

and auditory discrimination were posed. ‘More. than fifty (50%)

\/ _

percent ‘of the children scored successfully on each item in .

:this categorytat‘the,pre-test;“postetest_results(indicate:at«nn

PUENEUINES——

’,

5 least eighty (80) percent of the children peiformed successfully

-

'on‘all 1tems 1n this categor%r

iacScﬂool £rog£__ zs;/

. Cognitive Tests:Descriptive Statigtics’
- (In-School Program)

N=8

-

-~

-
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»~

¢In-School Program)
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- Discus31on. Cognltlve Tests (In-School Program)

Rev1ew of the tests results 1nd1cate that seventy-

»

five percent (75%) of the pupils achleved one hundred~ﬂ~““*w

percent (100%) success‘on at 1east half of the concepts-

whereag %hls 1ncreased«to elghty-elght percent (88%) of

the puplls for the post test. The average number of

concepts gained per Chlld for th1s group was 2. 25
}

Within the spec1f1c categorLes (reflected 1n “the

previous table) the most substantial progress was seen in

naming colors and 1dent1fy1ng and namlng shapes Wlth one

~

hundred.percent “(100%) accuracy. Also, whereas only one

(1) child was able to 1dent1fy all letters on the pre and '

post tests, the number of ch;ldren who could 1dent1fy some -
r/of”thp letters presented 1ncreased from one 11) on the

-~

pre-test to four (4) on the post-test, stated another way,

e

seventy-flve percent’575%b pf the chlldren aquld\;dgntlfy V.J"L

O ¢
_none of the letters on the pre test, but this decreased to

thlrty-elght percent (38%) on the»post-test,.-
A . )

. e




had not, in fact, mastered the concept.

3y
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Toy Demonstrator Concepts Assessment

As part of the packaged materlals provided by the

S

:‘ Far West Laboratory for the Toy lerary Brogram, a list

AR

of concepts whlch potentlally m1ght be developed in»

conjunctzon w1th the basic Toy L1brary program xs prov1ded.

-Essentlally, many of the concepts refer~to skill development\

’

whlch“mlghtbe con51dered supplemental to the core program‘

- N ' -

_Each toy demonstrator maantalned a Pupll Progress

'R‘port (see. Appendlx D) for each chlld When mastery of

any—of the~concepts_11sted was demonstrated by a ch11d,
' ] v 4
a date was marked to 1nd1cate that accompllshment. -However;

1t should be noted that the chmldren were not "tested”‘ !

.on each concept and therefore abSencé of, a completlon date -

. l v o7,

does not necessarlly mean a ch11d had not mastered the

conpept -(’7 {-\ather .J.(:. ay Knea:n./\. 1)- thatna child: d:vd ~not haVe,

an opportunlty to demonstjrate mastery, ‘or "2) that a child

T

The follow1ng table bresents a summary of concepts

”

1earned as observed by the toy demonstrators and the next
i

table reflects the distribution of scores among"the 28\\\‘5'

children.x
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Perceptions ‘of Concepts Learned

STATEMENT OF CONCEPT
' A~

NUMBER or_cﬁiLDREN
CITED AS MASTERING

THE CONCEPT

PERCENT OF CHILDREN .-

MASTERING .THE CONCEPT -

To dlstlngulsh between

largest, small, smaller,

{'smallest ) ;

colors 28 100%
To matcp'cblors~ 428_ 100% oy
To ngme 4 colors ~ 24 86%
P0’ name 9 colofs~ 19 i 68%. .
To recognize 4 basic . . .
shapes e, - R 27 | T 96% / )
To distinguish between ~ s
] 4 basic”shapes _ ‘ 27 96%
To name 4 basit.shapes- 22 79% ‘ .
To coulrt 1n sequence ﬂ ’ R R -
0-10, _ S . 21 . e . 5%.
TO‘V14§EEL¥ recognjze | L. . . - - . A\ R
'nhMber o L 12 43% )
. e | 7 ‘
o understand concept ‘
of 10 , 15 54%
To mateh numbers with ) . - _
quantities they .
represent . . 12 - 43% *
ToO un&erstand concept ' . R ke a
of "same’ as” 25 ° . .89% - 3
'} To tinderstand size -, S .
‘relationships (long, . © . 18 . { " 643 PN
lpnger, longest, short, - - -y N - T
shorter, shortest, tall, | - ( N N L i
taller, tallest) Tyl K T . Py Ty , .
o ' ‘Ena o
Understand size relationd - - e e
ships of large, larger, 864
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. - : L | . -y
- Perceptions of Concepts Learned 4°°ntid“°d)./ . ///(;,‘

' STATEMENT .OF CONCEPT

' NUMBER OF CHILDREN:

LAERCENT OF CHILDREN

-, ﬁ“ﬁ‘ tﬁsﬁf .

K | S on ao RASTERING  MASTERING THE CONCEPT .

To identify soynds which . ' K ‘ ;oo
J-are alike and not alike 26 . 93% /

To verbally locate T

sounds in relation . . 19 r~ "68%

to himself i .. Jq - * ..

To understand spoken .
words which 1dent1fy ’ . !
location ° 24 . ges . ‘

To categorize simple , G

objects in or around . o i .-
| home . . _ 13, o 46% . N
To distinguish between ( F’;/;' T o
-selected smells 2T 0%

x - Ak r
) understand the concept N .
of ‘opposite : N S //’ 25%
. 1 To deveiop l_eftL t&_' PN PR SR R N ..‘hh_, o L% - ,. - "x“ — o L ] .
right progression 6. i 21%’ )
W To develop orderly’ O L”;/(
sequential designs . 12 . 43% 7 ‘
' Recognize patterns and . ‘ ¢ Yo : ' .
extend them. . . 2LL AL T
. ¢ - » ‘ "‘\ T~
To solve specific problemsj: - S —
through understanding * 24 ~ ""‘86§' /
xelationships of size, P T N
| shape . _? : e
Loy T il = _ /
To recognize letters by | , -~
their shape ' . g 25 A ;‘5/» 89% - )
'Relate spoken word to+ | ¢ e L T
a physical guality . -2 01s .
Relate spoken words ‘in a - P R
story to physical ob}ééts 7 S 25%
‘ A3
“To understand srmple . ‘ o l~, e
15 [54%
. N, -

" -] directions related to -
> | physical tasks SR |
L . :
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Discussion:. Toy Demopstrator COncepts Assesement— - fwfy

- L A review.of the first table 1nd1cates that twe (2)

’
*

F - of the 28 concepts were mastered by all 28 chlldrenczgd .

11 concepts were- masﬁered by approx1mately eightYrs

' percent (86%) of the child h 'Elghteen concepts (65% of
1

- the concepts) were mastered Fore than half of ﬁhe children‘%

-

-»

in the program. One concept.deallng with da!tingulehlng -"

[ |
between smells appeared not to‘receive attentlon in the

A
T program and anather concept - relat1ng spoken word to. a

,

phys1cal quallty - apparently was not empha512ed The : S

average number of children masterlng each concept was'.

apprexlmately 18. 0. .. e K : .

.

chjldfen mestered. ahmajor' ‘of. the concepts. Theﬂactual
//;om 3 to Zﬂ‘w;th a mean’ L

of 17.9. A 'réview of the dlstr%Bhtion -of scores’ indicates/“‘

" range - of concépts learned extende

.7- b W

that seVenty-one perCent (71%) of the chlldrén mastered ‘more

¥ -*,. than flfty percent (50%) of the concepts and thirty-two

?y_~'z» percent (32%) of the children mastered more than eighty

— — o _

W perceht (80%7 of the concepts. L ' “f, oy
' L E

Perceptlon\gglphyslcal, Social Emotional and Intellectual
GrOW’th . o . . . -

o ;o
a . [

- - -
« PR

Because the Toy lerary Program was perceived by the -

%

East gartford staff as an eﬁfort toward the total development

.

of the chlkd 1t was also deemed useful to try to gather/data »

relevant to the developmental'progress of the children in the

\a




Progran.w1th regard to physical¢ ﬂbcmal enetional and

-4ntallectual~change~or growth» Duriag—the firstﬁphase o

rd -

of the project,,an open-end question for: each of these

’

areas was 1ncluded as part of‘the observation_of each

child during each v151t. Presented in this mgnner, toy.

N

demonstrators found. the questions extremely difficult j

to respond to and the limited 1nformatlon~derived from
.‘. -\ ,
'Jf; these questlons proved,notwto,be»useful for reporting. :

Se—

/ e

As a result_of}thepprbbléﬁ with the open-end»questions, if

~'

.a closed question fo ea:?h" area ~(physical, social, emotio‘

ES
~ 4 \,—x

j intellectual) was developed and 1ncorporated into the i‘

‘ViSitation Record" place df the open-end guestions.

’Hence data reported this sbction reflects observat1ons

made only durfng the second half of the Program. .

The follbwing-graphs represent,a summary"of toy ,;;amrpl;

demonstrator observations in each~o£ the fonr domaigs as K
o , %
: compiled and tallied for all children in the program The

data is provided only as descriptlve of percept1bns~of

Eehav1qx. value judgements.on the categ ries fox response

in each domain will not be made by the evaluation team_
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It appears that the chxldren. as a group, gerformed ;

qulte satlsfaotorlﬂy w1th regerd to coqr&gnatzon and : s

dexterlty as assessed by the way in whlch the'chgidren

handled the toys. In more.{pan 95 percent of’ the\obser-

s - =

vdtions made of thls character1st£\}\eh11dren were desCribed‘

" . as havxng generally good‘coordinatibﬁ\and dexterixz tc‘-

o A o~
~ "very gpqd coord*natlon and manual dexteggyy. ToL el ‘;41
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Grasped coneepts

.quickly

-
~

_Discussion

2

.oN

~3 4

‘Grasped concepts

in satisfactory"
amount of time

T
»

- - .
3
c

:)

Grasped concepts'

very slowly

Facxlity in grasping concepts varled exgen81ve1y~among

the observatzons.
[

The, largest perceniage‘of observatxons

'recorded ‘for any'one category was 36 percent for grasped

concepts in satisfactory amount of time.“A in approximately

one-fourth of the observations children were descrzbed as

having gr&sped‘concepts qulckly whereas in ohly 12 percent

of the observatlons were ch;ldren descrzbed as havipg

\\

grasped ooncepts ver%.qlowly.
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o« Referrals

An.important related outcome l;\;he East Hartford

. . —
Program was the.ea;ly identifigation of children with
various problems (e.g. speech, visual perception, etc.)
which might later 1nterfere W1th a. chlld's ad;ustment to

and success 1n schqol. As a result of observatlons made

by the toy demonstrators, two phlldren have beén referred ,

to agenc1es for profess1onal'observation or testlng
-y.

" One chxld was referred to the school social worker and the f

2

s’

second child to the school speech department. No f1nal

dec1s1on had yet ‘been reached when this report was prepared.

v

8

[y
.

Child geaction to Toys-

.
;- . -~ i

Itawas the wish of the'East Hartford staff to’détermine;'
for purposes of future plannlng, the rea;tlon of the
chxldren to’ thesvarlous toys 1ncluded 'in-the Far West- .
. Laboratory 1n the Toy lerary Program. The following table
prov1des a Summary of the degrge of enthus1asm demonstrated by:

the chaldren fpr the toys presented in the Program.

L4

- Referral Reéorﬂ:Appendfx F -

¢
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I

Diecussion: child keaction to‘Toys'

)

‘Reaction to the toys in general tended to be‘pUSItive

;

with approxlmately flfty percent (50%) of the observations
-made by the toy demoR?trators 1ndtcat1ng that the children

’ were/very enthused, abodt the toys and an additional\forty-:'
! ’
SLx/percent (46%) of the’ observatlons reVeallng ‘a moderate

deqree of enthusanm toward the toys. ‘Dnly four percent
(d4%) of the tlme did ch11dren respond w1th o enthu31asm .
toward the toys demonstrated

of the 14 toys used for demonsxratlons, fifty\perceut

{50%) of them never, recelved a non—enthusiastlc reéctlon

and only two of the toys, the matrix and the feely bag,.

A

recelved a not at all: enthuSlastlc reactionnmore than'

? e

six percent (06%) of the tlme.~ Two toys, .the, color blockd

'and peg board cbuld also be- noted .as receavxng a very e
enthuslastlc react;on less thah forty percent (20%) ©of the

. Y 3

‘tlme, however,,many of the children were at least moderately

A\

enthuslastlc toward those toys. It appears that the

]

f'”favorlte toy among the chlldren'was the sound cans, w1th
%0

an elghty-sex (86%) percent rat1ng of very enthusiastlc.

-

. N
- s - v
e

, Pareﬁt-Child‘ Relationghip
“Intggducféon } . I R

The objectlves for tﬁe EastfHartford Toy Library Brogram

,focus on the. slgnlgicance of the parenthchild relationship.

Such a zélatlonshlp, in fabt, forms‘the core of this prOgram, ‘




with procedures and processes designedmto foster and/br'
strengthen that relatlonshlp. In addltlon, 1t seeks to :

foster awareness of the’ 1mportance 6f the parent role in
the education -of chaldren. o D -7 .

Because of th1s Program emphasls, data was collected
to assess 1evels of parent 1nvolvéhent and parent-chlld
}
interactlon, as well as the type of 1nteractlon duyring

A

”the weeklw v1s1ts by the toy demonstrators. Information

aerzved is. presented in the follow;ng summaries.
', ‘&1' N . . . }A
Level of ' Paréﬁt ﬁnvolvement Y e A

i

‘e

An assessment of the level of'%arent involvement was.
made by not1ng whether, on’ each vlsrt a parent ‘was present
. . 5.
'for all,~part, or nome of the demonstratlon. Rev1ew .of

.

the Da11y Vrsltatlon forms for 432‘vislts indicates that a:» ,

Yv oo C ke r‘:r;_,,_ R

.parent was pr?sent for the‘entlre demonstratlon durlng
352 visits (Bl,bercent of fﬁ‘ V1s1t§) me part of the

'demonstratlon during 50 visits (12 percent of the vxslts}T———eH-

hnd fér none of the onstrat{on durlng 32 v1s;ts (7 percent

of the. v151ts) ."' s ] o 0 . o

v
4

A summary of th1s data, by parents, is presented 1n the'

follow1ng table

1.
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Dischssion: Level oﬁ"Involvement.- w - ;, S

.

= e S It appears’ that parental participation or: at ‘least Jj\f"" o

. e 1nterest in the Pregram was qulte hlgh ThlS was 1nd1cated

T A ‘1 by the .extent to whlch\? parent was present durlnd the toy '/'t )

. demonstratlons. Nine of\the parents (32%) were present ‘
- . throughout the demonstrat&on for -each demonetratxonvand

21 parents (75%) were present for the entire demonstratlon ; .
) {our\tlmee out of flveﬁor more. OnIY‘in two families was | s
. )
' a parent, present "for the, entire demonstrathn(less than 50 o
o percent of.the tlme. ST . ;¢ Pt | ‘ .

N .- .
- g . ' N ~ LI
NS . h . . . . } ! , .

.

Parent—chlld Interactlon S T o - S '

; R , 30" ' The extent and type of parent—chlld 1nteractlon dqung

A the tby demonstratdons was also observed by the toy demon-~

-
Py F 1% '

I N Gtrators to obtaln addatlonal indioafors of the nature and : ;1; o ]
_; {i“.i»l stfeudlh of the parEnt—chlid relatrohehxp wrth(regard to the \ '

" : Program act1V1t1es.‘ Dur:ngweach v1$1t for the latter part ; A T
- ,;:;} of the programﬁﬂ toy demonstrators observé& degree of 1nter- 2

o . actlon on a three-pplnt scale of "11tt1e interaction,

- e 2 v

’
- »

- e moderate interactlon," '"hlgh degree éf lnteractlon" and .

é/. ’V*:lt&pe of 1ntera¢tlon as'tpos;tlve"'?iﬁheqatxve*.

v

o
S,

L P . . °

I:. ‘q . ' ‘;’. ; “ o

- . .r - 'f ‘1 . M L
tThe que$tlons‘ﬁerta1n1ngsto this 1nférmatlon/wére added to ,

S /the second veré %pn of the Visitatlon Recorxd. " Hence, data o

A - was not avalléb for the earlrer part of the Program.

“ . ° .
,

" .
/’# - e




‘Baééa upon a totallof 193 observations on.degree ofi
parentﬂchlld 1nteractlon, 121 responses (63%) 1ndlcated
llttle 1nteract10n, 59 responses (31%) cited moderate
anteraotlon, and 13 responses (6%) noted a ‘high degree .of

ripteractiop.- In those instancgs kl975 in which type.of .

interaction was recorded, .185 responseé '(94%) indicated

R R .

that parent-child intéractions were positive'in nature
whereas 12 responses (6%) referred to interactions which
tended to};é negative. . Co

N L
! L
K ~

' Discussion: Parent-Child Interaction . e

Review 'of the observation data reveals that-ektensive

parent ch11d 1nteractlon_dur1ng the toy demonstratlon is
f
not a frequent occurrence.' Th;s may be due to the nature

of the demonstratlon 1tse1f which»tends to fOCHS more on

6

1nteractlon between the toy demonsxrator and the Chlld.»
It should/be noted howeVe% that a moderate deqree of -

parent-chlid 1nteractlon takes place in approxlmately

one-third of ‘the. toy demons@rations. PN

¥

Parent Evaluation of ;rogram

e
?

An a%sessment Qf parent reaction- toward the- Program

was made approximately mld-Way through the Program. .A

six%item parent questlonnaire (Appendzx E) was devised for

-/

thls purpose and’ glven to parents at a lerge group meeting C. _i

/e help for parents of chlkdren 1n the home v1sitation proqram.
¢ A copy of the questlonnalre With the results and findings ‘ :
a 1} ¥ . * .
is presented below.. C 3 Y A T 1
. _ o o _ . .

4",«'\."‘9"‘—» T AU

e e e
‘ . .
i P ' 4
. ‘ . . ete . Y .
[ - 4o . 2. . A
- € L . .
. Lo R - e e
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v N ~ . . - Y
- 3
. ) ’ ' G

Summarf of Responses for:Parent Questionnaire (N,=l7) i

o< G
. ’} - ' ORI
D 1. How~helpful do you feel the Toy Lendlng lerary Program .
ig in preparing your child for' school? (Clrcle the
. < - ¥ number whlch best describes your. answer)
.- 1(15)* . 2(2) 3(0) 4(0) = . 5(0)
s Very - : / ~ Somewhat ) "~ Not at all
. helpfuyl » . helpful . helpful
S, . \_, ' ’ C "' r’-' .~ PN . .
' . B “{ St e
. - 2. $8ince the Toy Lending Library Program has begun, do-
‘ ‘ you feel 'your relationship to your child has
o ) (check one answer)

.\ }

[] changed for the betterf 25; e
Te? \-,0 : -

. [ ] changed for the .
. [ ] stayed about the same?.  "(12) - °

~ e ~ .
A PR .
P\ - .
R . - . . >

.~ .7 3. Do you think this program shouyld be continued next yéar?

w

AN

[ ] Yes (17) o [ 1'No (o) O\ .
- !' - . P — ' r ot . . i
- 4, Would you recommend thleprOjeCt to other parents? .
’ . (check one answer) _ Lo R S
\ | 1.1 Yes (17) T1M (0 . ] e

-~ ) B \’ Uoe o
. . ,
. . ’ N,
.
I3 3 N

. 5. What, if any, changes would you recommend be made 1n
X ~~ . 'the program? , : . e

L a . °

i

Put more of the toys in a smiley bag. "
N . . Have the‘toy demonstrator:come more often. Ll
A .. Hopefully more families would know about the
. ~ pfogram and:be eligible for it. _
" Wouldn't recommend any changes. ,
° Can't“think of any. - )
None (4 respondents)‘

. ‘ . ] A i A . ’ ’
. 9 - B
- s hd s\/

' *Numbers in. parenfheses refer to numbeg'of persons

‘ e respondlng for each category. V/’ . : v
L I PO S S a ..
s » é " . M .
- . . 1. //t ' *
Y toe- . 4 N
! e 1‘3_‘ _ e - e '72/», — e ey = --,_,:' S
’ 3 : o ;
. ‘ ! 7 53 ) 5




6; Additional Comment§:’»

.

€ - '

"I just W1sh that when I was 3 §§ars old that they -
had a program like this. Children today have ‘much
‘more of an adi;ntage w1th thelr education."

™
1
.
"I Checked. stayea about ‘the same because I have always
had a veryuulosé ‘relationship with'my daughter since -
she is my younges; and we spend so much time’ togethet f

"I think’ thls program”is 'very helpful to mother and ] kidu.

"I can’t’ say enough about it I thlnk it's great.""
|

-&Belng a parent I have seen

‘a b1g 1mprovement ln MY et
d&ughten s knowledgé.

- . -

-

"It's excellent., : T~
_"Hav1ng this program in. the home is beﬁh« Two orﬂthree'
visits to the-sgchool’ durgpg the year -would be helpful‘

- to. prepa;e/fhem for" pre- and ki dergarten "

.

-




-
*e
T

..All" parents felt that” the program would be helpful in preparzng
their. children for-school. E:l.ghty-e:l.ght perceat (88%) ‘of -¢the
K’ respopaents felt that.the program ‘ould be veryt helpful in o

preparlnq the:Lr childrén for- school . w

S~
.

. By

- 2. 'A largy ;najonfy of the responaents, £

\rmlmng respondents , (29%) stating.that the relat:l.orxsz.ip
hanged;for the. bettef. No one reported that the re-,
ship had changed fo;r t‘J'ne v\qrse.‘ 3

-

.3. "All of the respondents (100%) felt tﬁat t.he prograzi should be

W cont:l.nued next yea;. S o TR '\

T - ) " 4 ’ ' -
. Ali of,\the respondents (LOO%‘){xeported that they would recommend
" the.prograr ta.dther parents. Several reSpondents 1nd1ca¢ted ..

that they ‘already had done so. S

L% : K E .-

- - s res 4 . " : T * ,r

~, B -
~ - .
. e
. : ’

.

(9
-

. ~ - B
. g s 4 .,

.Veryh 'few ,changes in the program were recomménded The three’
qested changes»were’ ‘increased number of- toy" ﬂemonsmtzons Rl
Bér week, increased use’'of the’ smiley bag to hold toys,: aMd ,
l:l.gtt%eased 1nformat:|.on about and avallablllty of the pro?ram. ]
L& > 2 "-.'7"
6. ,Cemments about ‘the ﬁogram were very favordble, ,w:Lth most of
- f:hem foct:s:mg_ OR the value of the. program
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e . To facrlxtate a smooth transition'Trba.the Toy Libfary

I -« during thé’year by helplnq the toy demonstrator

PArulText Provided by enic [
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» ~ ¢ : ~ . . - v . . . ld .‘ L ‘ ‘-
A A : M c,ort N,
. . %
. . Co, PRE‘K TRANSITION' ’, .
: L . , . *}-‘ oy e

-r

' Program to t@e East Hartford Pre;x Program a vrslt by the
. pre-K teachers w1th the toy demonstrators to the homes of
.€he chlldren Ln the home proqram was arranged The purposes
of the v131t'were I . ; . T : . = A
"L - ,‘ PR , il o 2 LA y

. 3To nleet parents and chlldren in their home settlng
) -that pIan how to.be a part of the Pre-K An the ~ .

)
’9" .

’ e .

¢’ L. [l fall. R Y ’ . E

s

© . 5 .To observe the concépts the chlldren‘have mastered

' . a&mlnlster the post test. - | .

.

.

: teacher 's center durfhg Spring. . . .
.o - ‘_ ,.1" *, \\ ’. oo I
- In. addxtlop to the home. v1sits, tQF pre-g teachers met

[ Y BAGNNN i

T wath the ch1tdren in: the SChOO‘ program-at'the'schoct

each child may spend an hour Jvisiting the Pre‘K

~Jo arrange a*v;smtlng date with the parent $0 that o
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SUMMARY -

s
§

e

Data collected on .the operation of. the TovaibraryJ

N Program in fEast Hartfotd andlcates substantlal progress

-

// toward 1mp1ementatlon of act1v1t1es directéd towdrd:

achievement of the,program ob3ect1ves1~ In summary, the

following point# could be made: : |
. B N e | e

1. The pfbgram was well organlzed by the part1c1pat1ng
- East Hartford staff and related personnel; ‘. -
activities were lmplemented as planned,. with .

. supplemental pfogram components introduced at

¢« various-points tO énhance thé total- value and

success of the program ) ) . R

. . — ~
- ? P 3
-

2. The training program for toy demonstrators was
generally considered effective, with improvement
. needed in the organization, pace of presentatlons,
and degree of focus on actual toy demonstratlon
pract;ce. . ~ .

. - - - - L s - - . . P S o -
//
@ . T .

3. \Student grpwth in ‘terms of concepts development was
substantlal for most of the-chlldren in the prOgram.

.
© e e
- N O

Early identification of “childrer with potential
" problems or harriers to legrnigg*was achieved.

5
» . ¢

N ’ ) “‘ . . N " N ‘ . ;
The ‘children reacted enthusxastlcally to most of
the toys mbst of - the tlme. j

t oy T ' s
va ' . S .o
Parental participation in the program'generaﬁly was
extensive; this.was reflected both in‘terms\of .
level of parent involvement and.104thé~natur6 of

parent-chlld 1nteractipn durlng the toy ﬂemonstratlon,,'
| sessions. . .. .

¢
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7. Parental evaluat:.on of %h agrarn
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‘effort toward facilitating the transition. for

'r
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The\'x‘oy Library pro;ect petmnel and East '_
Hartford Pre-K teachers havq made, § dobe\vorthy "

by N

S . ..children ‘in the Toy Library Program to, thé .-
\, e Bast Hartford ‘Pre-K Program. o
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PARENT/CHILD TOYf@ENDING LIBRARY ‘\

Tralnlng~Proéram Questionnaire

- .
+ Date __ L ' S

PART ‘A. o, T
Each paragraph below describes a situation which might \‘
occur. between a mother and child. In each situation .
circle the letter of the response which you, as the :
toy demonstrator, would encourage the parent to make.,

« 1. A mother has just bought a new toy for her son. shé
‘ takes it out of the bag, puts it on the kltchen table
- and calls ‘him to come see it: -

a. "Sit here, Rory, whlle r'show you how thlS works".
b, "Here's a new toy, Rory, do you want to play with
. it?" s
¢. "Take this outsmde and play with 1t, Rory . ’
T d. She sayg nothlng - Just shows it to him i
" 2. Sarah has been playlné a card" game wi%h her mother.
At orme pofpt Sarah’ says she wants'to change the game .
and make yp new rules. Her mother says-

t

“OK, "show me how to play the new‘ﬁay?‘ ot -
"It' lbetter if you use the rules that go with this

4 . « gam |

¥ c. "I\don t thlnk you know how to make up new rules for

" this game."

o . - . - )
3. In the game Derek and h1s mother are playing, Derek must
, put a bleck into the trlangle—shaped hole. He's trylng
o g to put a cubeé in the hole. His mother: .
< ' a. says, "No, Derek, try agaln.. S
—_— b. says nothing, and waits for him to correct himself.
. N - : ¢. holds up one of the trlangle—shaped blocks next to .
S ' . : the hole.

« Y » 2 -

. 4. . Ronnie has 3ust asked her mother to play a game ﬁlth her.
. They've been playirg: for 3 or 4 minutes when Ronnie says
e ' she. doesn't want to play anymore. Her. mother:

a. . tells her to try and concentrate a little longer.x
. . b. 'says that's OK and puts_the toy away. :
. ’ ’ - c. asks ﬁer why sheé has given- up~so ea81ly

. . LY *
“ ' -




7.

8.

, ,
. - L4

© new toy that she reaches up ' and pulls it from her

" Par er and his mother ‘are playlng with a "feely bag"

a. ys, "No,. that's not the way to play the gane”..

v

' c. "Ydu're supposed to’'put the smaller blocks first,

- b. "You were so exgited that'you forgot to be
“ carefu w1th your new toy!" '’ '
c., "I don' ! why I ever spend money on you " , .
d, "That's, &/fine way to behave!® . < f ‘ S

Carol is so excited when her mother brings out the

mother's ands, tearing the box and the sheet’ of ’ ) T
instructions in her eagerness, Her mother says, e e et

7

a. "Oh Carol, now look what you 've done!?"

n order.to play this game coréeetly, the dhlld must |
e helped by his mother who acts as another "player".
nneth wants to play with the game alone. , His ‘
ther: -

ad Lets him play with ‘the game alone.
b.\ tells him that he needs another player in order to
play and he cannot play the game. . L
c. {tells him,not to be so rude and contlnue play1ng
with him.
d. ltells him he .cannot play the game unless he plays ° 4
. khe rlght way. T

toy} ~‘Parker is supposed - to figure out what's in the -
bagl by feeling it from the guts1de. Sneakily, he .
peeks into the bag. Hrs mother;

b. foves the bag away so he can't see into it.
c. $ays,/ "Next time try 1t without looking”:

The |toy Robin and her mother are piaying with has v
difflerent-colored pieces. Robin is supposed to find

a pikce the same color as the one her mother holds.

Her other says.,. -

- - 7

a. "Kind one like- th}s" o . ‘ . o
b. "It's your turn®. : ' - '

c. "Here's a red one. .Find another red ofie". -
Mona fis supposed to put some colored blocks in order .
from bmallest to largest. Her mother’ notlces that she_
has p t them in the Wwrong order..

- . . -

a. "N , Mona, you ve got it g this time".

b. "TRis block- 1s smaller tha is one; fznd a 1arger
. ock" S o

.

. .
S T T T

' then'the next larger blocks. Try agaln .
i . " e N x k

Tt ' - 1
, L ) . AR
. . N A A i

& .
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What follows is PART B of the Trdining Progr

Quéstionnaire which was developed.by the
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to assess parFicipants reactions to the trq}ning.
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PART B.. : - ’ S : -
. C1rc1e the number which best describes your answer to "
\ each of. the following questions. If you choose, you ° o
. may add comments after any of the questions. . ) -
1. In.your oplnxon, was the training ‘program well - ’
organized? o . ‘ ) :
'Al . '2 a) Rd 5
No, poorly e Organized ~*° . ° Yes, very well i
organized adequately ) . organiged *° °
Comment: o - : T N s
L ) ' . . . . - ! .

2. Was. the material presented in an interesting way?

. S .. 3 4. 5
. No, not very . . - - Fairly - Yes, very
interesting . . .interesting ., interesting
Comment : . o
i . 1 L
o ;.“ 3. At what pace were the materlals and information = T
. to presented? ) S T T o
) ) o i Sy
' "1 L2 3 4 5 ,
< e g T ' &6
Too fast _ About right = Too slow |, |
N ’ . . "" ’
Comment- . L, X
:. AT ‘. - i
-4. Did you feel free to ask questlons and take an active . ‘
& part in the training program? . o
! 2 3 , 4 5 o
. ;5 Yes, at K ' - Some of .- " ' No, not oY
, ' any time . the time, L. . at all - ‘ |
" Comment: , ! |
i N hd i . q
. M . . N 1 - A i
)y > k) - - 7 < - |
_ . i
* e R ¢ {
TR . . : }
- v ! T v
's;" kr ln' ) ) hd ‘
. . . ) 11
S e G e




7.

_Comment: -

Were the wr1tten materials whlch were provxded in the
tralnlng program helpful in expandlng and clarifying
the concepts of the course?

-
- Al

1 ’ 2 ' 3 '4, .
Yes, &ery . Somewhat = - . ' No, not’ at -
hélpful SR helpful: c . all helpful

L

Comment:

¢

13
v

Were the 1nstructlons for use and demonstratlon of Ehe
toys clear and understandable? ) .

. : i .
1l P : 3 5
No, poor ' f ' Adequate - . ‘¢ Yes, ‘very.
instructions Lo I . *, .clear and’
, ‘ understandable

-

Y A3

s .
A o

U51ng the follow1ng scale, rate the extent to whzch you
feel confident to demonstrate each toy. | .

-
-
‘. -

+ . < - - - -

1. - (2 3 Ty 4 2
Not at . . 'Reaspnably - - - VVery
all confident , . confident - .+ confident

4 v

" sound cans

color lotto
feely bag

stacklng squares

"wooden table blocks
number puzzle

color blqcks
(beadlo-graph)

flannel board
. 1

Comment-

’(.




8. How would you descrlbe the length of the tralning .
program ag a whole:

. s Lo . B . . A 'Y * " ; B
) 1. .2 , ~ 3 R DR TN T ustop——
"Too long . "~ About|right- Too short ..

. ! .“ ' ’ 4 ' Iy “ "\ ’ L
‘ Comment : R ; . e o >

o _ ' T - . :

; : o« ' ; 5 . ' : v
‘;~ ' i 5‘,,, . - ) ,'.A
\ - ’ 4 " - k A e .

9. What is ,your overall opinion of the training program? = - . 1

4 o -
4 o — R

‘ 1 -2 .3 Y S ’

-Very good . - - Pair Podr e

g
‘ . \ . ‘.
‘
Comment : 3 - 4 '
- Al - " ; "0, - .
. L -
a. ” r f ~ . s R s ,
y . . v [ N - »
o « @
. . A
4

‘ N -
N Pl *
iz i ° . f - . \D ‘e »
.

10. Would you recommend e11m1nat1ng any partgof the tralnlng? ’
- If yes, wh1ch parts? . . . . .
[ ‘. - ) )
. - “ . . - ' Ty
v DL R - - ‘ s .
L - ' : - . s . K2
. P o - v e 7 - - ! . ]
R "o o e " e * . S e — T
' i L“ '. L .. ’ - “
v, ! R P c e - -~
.Y st i3 N 1 ~‘.‘ . L
11. Would you recommend changlng or adding to the trainings:- .
o in' any way? _ Lo ‘ : k o
vé s ’ R * 1 . » .
., 15 - - T : N 8
" .- ? v - v . ) .,, e ’ .
& - "’ [ S ‘3’
* . N \, - . - , R .
\ . d ) - ’ * * ~
! s s K
. - » ., . N ] ) )
| . \ - <" — LR .
s a ' ° * ¢ - . \ '
l\ y PN - s J e .
& S ) * 43’ - * . .
I . . X Lo * .
e ) f I % Y "
3 N R ”~ sy . . R
S e 7 . - . . . - /‘-\ -
! . - \ s . - »
N .. ' - . . -
\,, < v s > - 4 . & R .
i . ‘ . ;
! 4 . ; [ v S R i i .
l ! ~ ™ . ‘ M .
: - : ’ © - ’ ¢ 1
H . . , 3
» * Y - \ . —_ - e
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‘ PRE AND POST-TEST: PARENT/CHILD TOY LENDING LIBRARY

o r
i

INTRODUCTION: A e .
~ ~ ' L - ‘. . - 8
Say to the child: "1'M GOING TO ASK YOU SOME QUESTIONS.
_ : £ I WILL BE WRITING DOWN YOUR ANSWERS:
NOW LET'S BEGIN.",

Y

Sl . "WHAT IS YOUR: NAMER" : .o
2. ‘ " "WHAT DO YOU LIKE 70 PLAY?"

¢

¢

3. Place a red, blue and yellow 'squaré on the table and keep
a red, blue and yellow square for yourself. Held up your
- red.square and say: to the child: ° :

"PUT THIS ON THE ONE THAT IS THE SAME COLOR." - .

QLS. Follow the same procedure with the blue sguage and then
with the yellow square. = -4 !

* : 1
[ . . - o ° - 1

., . .l..‘ A .
i 4. Place the orange, black a d green squares on the table.
- 0. ' Say to the child: . :

© Cn "GIVE ME THE BLA K‘ONE. e REPETAEE

- .
Then put the 'black square - ek on tbe table and- follow the~ -

same procedure w1th the green. and orange squares, .

. \
L . . . .ﬂv .

' g _5, 5.'.Place the'brown, white, and\purple squares on-the. table L
’ _ Eolntlng to. the white-square, say to the child:

o

+

. a0 ~ . . v ‘e

o S §~- SRR "WHAT COLOR IS THIS B

N

P ) «»Follow the same procedure w1th the broWn and purple squares.

. ., “
- , ‘.’ . -
. . < o, .
I : , ; R — . :
R ~ ~ ’ L N M
-

1j . 6. Place the four shapes ‘(circle, square, triangle, redtang )
) N .’ on the table'and keep‘Qne set’ of shapes -for yoyrself ¢
- £ Hold up your cxrcle ‘and’ say to the child: :

. . .o meuT THIS ONE ON THE ONE THAT TS THE SAME. S h.,l o

- [ .

o .~3ﬁ '-UZ Follow the same procedure wrth the.square, the*triaﬁyle anq
- the rectangle. . .




¢, N ‘ LT ‘. ’ r \&‘._.‘ ." . - LI = “'o. ';
Place the four sha@es on the table. Say to the child:

¢ )

A y - *GIVE, ‘ME THE CIRCLE " L _

s w3

Then put the c1rcle back ‘on the table and" follow the
same ptocedure w1th»the other shapes. L.

» .
. .

‘ Place thé -four sHapes on the table: "Pointing to the - AT-‘
~circle, say to the Chllﬂ‘ ', , -

- " . © . ‘l:
-.«5. . -

¢ "whAm SHAPE IS THIS?"

LI : )
.

: v
Follow t’b same ptocepure with- each of the other shapes."-

-

~9

.'" say to the &nild:’ ‘& - 7 W

"NOW LET'S PLAY A LITTLE GAME. CAN YOU DO THIS?

STAND UP..

SIT DOWN

TOUGH YOUR<HEAD

. . 'TOUCH ‘YOUR FEET."’

<« N P o
v .

- [
-y

?1ace %he letters A}C H P,S on the table. Sa§ to the‘:
ch;ld. o . . ‘ . .,

"HERE ARE SOME LETTERS. GIVE ME.THE A.", - = .

Put the A back on;the table and“follow the same procedure
with each of the other ietters. .-

>

.

» ’ . .
. -~ 2 ’

- . ¢ ¢ L 7 .

—

\
. ) 11.

- N °©

Place 10 blocks on the table. Say to the child:

'TAKE TWO BLOCKS. ' o x”'f

- e R . -

Have the child - put the.two. blocks back on the table and

. say to the ch11d., . A

\- e
\
.4

'NOW GIVE ME EIGHT BLOCKS.




} € [: i‘z X P o Lt ‘ o owefl ’ 's L v > ‘“
) . ’\' .-‘ I’\; .'l * ' N ~. ‘. . . -
SN N N : PAGE 3
,i PR ‘_ Lo ) T ,' L
12. Llne the blocks up on the tabie and say to the chlld-
L . _? '“NDW COUNT THE BLOCKS. STt s

\4‘ ]
PR

4 .(Belg the child by puttlng hls f nger on the first e
block" saying, "ONE, "“ang\TSZ;gg}h1s finger to the

second -block). . . T~—" . [, )
£ ' . \~" . . ~0" . ] . ) \ ‘..__ _ . ; ) ’_ ~‘¢
- - v — . , - — w%y
13 Place. two squares of_ the same color but of dlfferent gize *°
on the table. Say to the child: . - . - .
'+ .+ “GIVE ME THE SMALL oNe." = ;'.*;
.Then put the llttle one back on the table and say to the
Chlld. * R ) ' . " = > ,'
. "GIVE ME THE -LARGE-' ONEL" T

14. Place three squares of the s :me color, two of whlch areithe
. same. 5129 and ,one whlch’ls a dlfferent size. Say to the

child: ] _ X
- "GIVE ME THE ONES WHICH ARE rae/SANE." .
. ; L . ’
15, *‘Hold a pJ.ece °€ paper in the air. - S‘a_'y. to the child:
"PUT YOUR HAND, O ‘THE PAPER." | L
‘ Then say to .the ‘child: - - - )
R 2 * '; . .Q Y ‘ . ;
. "PUT YOUR HAND UNDER THE PAPER." L
16. Take.one plece of sandpaper fof yourself and glve the
child one piéce of sangpaper and ohe plece of . sméoth
paper. Say to the chlla- ' _ -
® FEEL MY PAPER, Now FEEL YOUR PAPERS. WHICH ONE
. OP YOURS ?EELS THE SAME AS MINE?" o . -
‘2 - . . 3 K ’ LT \"

- » ,. . 4
-

W .

e

-17 Take one~sound can for yourself and give the child twul
“-sound cans, pne of which makes the same. sound.as your: . °°
can, Shake your can and then say to the child: _

-

.

. 'WBICB Ogg SOUNDS THE SAME AS MINE?' PR SRR

.
e . . AN . <!

l - .
3 <. ‘ i 0
«

. . -

' . . . . . ‘

. . - . . wte _ .

’ N ‘e ) D oo [ . s 3 . . ?

_— >, : s P . - - o ) . . >
e 2 L el i —— - - _%V R R e e e e e -
T = - - . . - - :
. . . . .. B
oL . s , ,, C .
Y. ) . - A . - :
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. oo : . ) 67 !
o L] .“ N ' .
| . ; ¥ » ' .
IR MXTERIALS NEEDED FOR POST-TEST - .
. < . . SOURCE -. _ © . ITEMS : )
- . Téy Leﬁding ) 't“\\\golored Sqnares* L N
‘ -~ '.Library . “ 2 sets-Red, Blue, Yellow 4
) : . . = 1 each- -Black, White, Orange
N voT N _ Purple, Green, Brown :
K ce T~ ’ . : \ , . S _ ,.' ,
o TQy Lending = . . _Shapes: °
Library : . 2 pets-Square, Circle,
b - B Rectangle, Tfi;ng}e . S
- 7, - ¥ o a * .
- 'pry Loaner . v‘ﬂetxer Recognition .“
‘ . N . LetferS-A,C,H,P',S Py -
. Toy Loaner , - Number Concepts ‘
' 10 blocks-same, size and color .
. ‘ Toy -bending .Library , \Relat10nsh1p Concepts
_ or ‘Toy Loaner SR RIS \2 Large Squares ahd one Small ’
: LoL T ' . are-same color T -
PRV o LT . . - . B v .
. “ERDC ; e Sensory Concepts
' Toy Lending Library Sandpaper and.Smooth Paper
) . ~~3-Sound' Cans, 2.o0f which make
. the same-sound (no empty cans)
u e * ) . * f . M = ' . . i ‘
"ot :‘ ’ ) . J’ * M t -
- v - B Y
. - \o-—‘ ” ©
‘ . LRI ’ v,
. ) I ‘) “ . ) ) ' . .
= N .- ~ © 2 ) EEAES »\ * [} «
; -t B B ’ '.‘:% . : [ ! ,'- . - ’
& A : N ’ . ’ -. ) - . :. ; P g
~ Pa— - > N 4 ’ ) - b
- O ( A T Ty S - .'L" it e —71'\"' T e '”W; Tt T oT TR “_,."“ '_"“‘_’—' -
EMC . N [N EA ./ . -~ - ) o ‘:( ~-““\ " !=‘
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4

- "”"-/ €
- - NAME DATE
1. [ } No answer -2. [ ] No answer
. 7l ] First name - ['] One word
[ )] First and last name |[°] Phrase(s) .
["] Sentence [ J Sentence(s)
‘ -.w
3. [ ) Red 4. [ ) Black [ ] White
“[*] Blue . - [ ] 'Green [ ] Brown
[ ] Yellow [ ] Orange [ ] Purple
J" h . .
6. [ I-Cirote 7. [ ] Circle B. Kircirclé,
[.] Square [ ] Square T Square °
[ ] Triangle [ ] Triangle - [} Triangle
. [ ] Rectangle ’ [ ] Rectangle [ ] Rectangle
- > . ’ K . .\
9- [ ] StOOd qp "u
[ ] sat down
[-]1 Touched head -F -
s [ ] Touched feet /
l°. ) [ ] A ' . .
[ te . -
i (18 , -
t } P * : -
{])s , T . . )
2V 110 [ ] Took twé blacks "1* ¥ Taok eighf’blodk#.
12. [ } Counted:to ten T ' ’
. | , A .
— E . ’ A
13. [ ] small [ ] Larde - :
* ~//' P -
_14. [ )-same as ’, . ' .
?t . & . - \ v , . .
X /ﬂ\lg. [ ] onm BN | un§e£<;>\\ ' k T i
: 16. {1 Felt the same ) o ~ 0 ;_;
- | — " '_‘}- e — R AR s |
. - F 1 sounded.the same < “i







' L _ T ‘ o L
R - VISTPATION RECORD SR SRR
// T ) . -

) " Child's afie : Date of Visitation,

* . " [

: aName of ‘Toy(s)

1. How did. tge Chlld ‘react to the toy? (Check one) ”

‘ { )was very ' s moderately " ( )was not at all
p enthusiastic enthus . enthusiastic

—_
v "'
e
,
“ rr

2. Concepts Demonstrated. Level of Comprehension (Check one box for
’ ’ each concept demonstrated)

-

a. . : a{ )aware-( )partial uﬂder-( Jcomplete un- |
' . ness standing . -derstanding
b. . b( )aware-( ) partial under-( )complete un-
. . ness ' .. standing ° derstanding
c. - c( )aware-( )partial under-(. )tomplete un-
. - ness- standing derstandgng_

r
£

3. To what extent was. the mother 1nvolved' ‘(Check one) \\ .
- ( )was present for all of demonstra;;on o ]
( )was present for part of demonstration - T
( )was present for none of demonstration = LT

. 4. How would you describe the parent-chilg'interaction A
’ (Check one box in group a and one in group b) . . ( .

[

a. () little interaction T be. ( ) positive } C.
/() moderate interaction ' ( ) negative.’. -
/ () high degree of interaction L. T

t

5. How did the child respond *in-each of‘the followlng areas:

« . (Circle one number for eack'area} s N
~ - . L w - ' g oy Ta
..x . a. SWIQLY . ‘ - . B . . w_' ‘ ...‘
. N \\ .- ] ' ‘ '; . L . . . ’ - .
T . . ' BPEE 0 ' . r . |
. ‘1 N 3. 4 5 |
very friemdly = . - génerally ", " not |
and ‘outgoing . ‘frien@ly% o . friendly

e ‘ ]

' N . &




-

=
~

b. PHYSICALLY

*(Eﬁotions Qay'inciude: féér, anger, frhstra%ion, e§9{;emgﬁt,,etc.) e

. , .
P T - s,

A Y.
N 1 3. 3 U 4 5 -
much difficulty generally good very good
in handling the coordination & + coordination
" toy manual dexterity ¢ and manual
B - . dexterity
c. EMOTIONALLY* .
1 2 3 4 5
showed generally calm _ . showed no
extreme and relaxed ‘ - emotion
emotion T . = C ]
a / ' . ¥
Y ,/\ .
d. INTELLECTUALLY . )
) 4
sl 2 3 - 4 5
grasped grasped concepts grasped -
concepts ! in satisfactory concepts
very. quickly amount of time very slowly
, : . s TN
. ; ' N . ‘ o o K

L -

4 .
¢.
.
- b s
s
a N .
o 4
L.] "(‘
‘ ‘
-+
LN ' L
1 - - }
2
-
‘., >
* - - 1
. . 75 - - - -
v Q
L 4 ‘ j
. *~ ]
) . ' . . . {
< . . — & “
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PArunex: proviasa by enic [

1

“

PUPIL IDENTIFICATION DAT

A

4

Phone

Age

Y

Birth (__ )

>

2

. Addre;s

‘ City
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, -

" ) - *
> Child's name "~ -,

*

A Y

PUPIL PROGRESS REPORT

. -

(4

-’ ~
“a

ot

s

* . Concept

-Statement

'Date '
'  Number ' of Concept ° t . Learned
. 1. . To distinguish between colors
P 2. To match colors - . . - A
3. . To name colorg:h .// h ‘
4. . To recognize 4 basic shapes )
T -5, To distinguish;between 4 ’
. . basic shapes .
2 6. TS name 4 basic shapes : )
. 7. To count in seqpence 0-10 ’
. ¥ 8. To_visually recognlze nﬁmbers . '
’ ' “ '.0 10 . N ; <
) S 9. ,To" understand the concept of io ,
L =1 P
"~ 10. . To matchinumbers with guantities v ;
D .they represént e . <
1. ° ~To understand concept of R ’
v ' "Same As" | ‘ . ~
12.- To understand size relation-
N ships (long, longer, lorigest; )
L short, Ashorter, shortest; tall, -
»taller, tallest) . Cy . .
+ B : { .
'////;7Z 13. - Understand size’ relatlonshlps
A of big,’ blgqer biggest; small
gJ small, smallest. L
76 understand concept ‘of equal !
© To, distinguish“between texyégg»/),,
fo identify %na d;st)nqﬁzzn 45
between selected sounds , ,.4'




Statement
of Concegt ] .

/. .Date

B v

To 1dent1fy sounds which are -
/ alike and not alxke

' Learned

X

s

¢
[

.To verbally locate sounds 4
in relationship to himself o

Y

o

To understand spoken words .
which identify location o

To categorize simple . objects .
in or around home'

>

To distinguish between
selected swells

.

To-understand the concepts
of opposite . i ‘

To develop left:/o-rlght
progress;on— -

<&

24,

To develop orderly sequentlal@u
designs

R

-

.

e

N

Recognlze patternSvand extend -

them - . ) . .S

- - . - [

3 L 3

3

,>/'/£;tioﬁships of size, shape

“Po solve specific problems
_through understanding re-

,

-

To recognize letters by their"
_shape . |

Relate spoken word to a- physmcal
quality .

Relate spaken words in a¥story
“to physlcal objects -

M
b P

To understand 51mp1e dtrectlons

.. related to: phys;cal task - "’
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PARENT. QUESTIONNAIRE

( L1 . ! [N -

1. “How. helpful do yoﬁ ‘feel thé'Toy Lending Library Progréﬁ
is in preparing your child for school? (Clrcle the number
which best describes your answer.) .

¢

1 ' i _13 / ' . . ‘ . 5
. // . - , N
Very ., ) " Somewhat ~ . Not at all
helpful helpful helpful

Bl

4

-
.
T «

o < ’

2. Since the Toy Lending Library Program has ‘begun, do you.
feel your: relatlonshlp to your chlld has (check one -
answer.) . ‘ . ~

o
»

changed for the worse?
stayed about the same?
- Do you think this program should -be contlnued next year? "
(Check one answer.). L

b changed for the better?
)
]

[
{
[

v

[]No

{ ],Yes“li Ty

- N i i

Wouid you récommend this pro;ect to other parents?
(Check one, answer') : s .

-
Y

codrves s LT _1'1 No

.
» - * -~ N
e - 7

wnat, 1f any, changes would yon recommend be made' in’

program? - . ) 4

:

-
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- - \Shﬁe was_the problem noticed?

PUPIL REFERRAL RECORD

" Child's namé:

- —

\gésériptionibf problem: >

N .

. s

¥

L * -—

»was the problem noticéd?

~ -

-
-

Agency -to which chiid was referred:




